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u-oiiixicjvx. aotxoii -A.WD .aDHEL. KT5N.NEDY ADMXNTSTRA TI ON 

Submitted by Martin Oppenheimer 
idopted by the National C'ammittoe, December l&SX 

The National Committee reaffirms the statement on implementation of 
The Convention Statement on Political Realignment, specifically in that 
«i~ f0fioglz§s that in specific instances it may be necessary or desirab¬ 
le foi 1 its members to work within one of the two major parties for a 
“ ... While on the on© hand we do not wish to separate aurmelveo from 

lh"~V:a in one o’" another party moving in a socialist or left direction,, 

jjT.ether hand we must distinguish ourselves from the liberal apoic- 

Sata statue quo. Support for one or another major parry caadi- 

if / ;g .;o : , qiiXj be based on the fact that his candidacy represents r real 
£rik?: toward* independent political action, away from. Vne present two- 
ifalomate situation*. We cannot support major parr- candidates, 4 . 
yoora rh'sy may toe endorsed by trade unions., if in fact •- heaio&Ily 
i Iff .sV o?rv.y supplies the issues and runs the campaign marhlnaryo 
A-o? "tactT f .■ :f of this can lead only to the creation of illusions 1 
m&onk our frioada P and disillusionment and apathy among on nics-gae 

Finally, ws recognize the need and emphasize the importance of 
Party msmto©re to work’within mass or potentially mass organizations or- 
iytfc4cl l wards social change. Inevitably such movements must o-vwfr-ont* 

p©Xiti§ial .• :iliti.es of the present two-party structuie s: ■ 

% r y f ixifllwt with it. It is our job to press for the need tj sym 
jso¥«msnts fco engage in independent political action- indapsuaenz — 

■rreerf crraolnational machinery of the Democratic and Republican ta,' 
r,; y. t uc . ; v basic task of the Party remains in this, arts a 

til..'. fc stress too that working in mass movements musD- do 

avv^s. community level to be effective in the final anaiysi?* ****•"**", 
ll?l s ftiactlcning as the "left tall" to the organizations cl cJfloi- 
»,1 liberalism., including the trade unions • 

' ,i reject- the concept of subordinating the clear p-osiul- 

c,x) of the Party to closer collaboration with the official 

labor bureaucracy, Such a course would lead inevitably no ^one juu-vd 

ruble;.- of the Party’s own organization, and to ico uiyimuDo ^ 1 g 4 

k'& : .rord.inz&ion of'radical demands will not lead to the call zs gxoii 

iirrsssarr to enable people to break with the ideology o., me zi.t^arj- 
caaolax. We are convinced that only radical p■ ~ei.ee. can 
lead fcr growth- and that only a radical strategy can brlrg aoouu rea.i 
tcrc . ha urge the membership, and our friends, a; udS , j. u-o - 
conoidsr the real potentials for political action in_ thouj^ i.ccuxi 
and to begin to lay the groundwork now for meaningrul pellao vj.- 

tpD '• " '• '■ ■' 

Opening ^f the Resolution by Martin Oppenhelmer 
Not Adopted by The National Committee- 

Never in history has an American administration o.Laa.mlng vo 
m.ct.a a >5 B=w Prontior 11 shown itself sc quickly to be old tac in e^erj/ 
nroc o' national and international life the Kennedy aamzmsz-ra-^ 
> . . largeir. on the basis of a llberal^noD... 


than a 


ftf?d citzillvulor' 


onary*coalition which has so long blocked the real needs ana asptra 


ar shown itself to be grossly inadequat 
oven to many Y\cho once supported :v: 

social welfare, instead of challenging the 


■UdC. 1 





■Sons of tens of millions of Americans, the ftdmini at nation has come to 

terms with reaction and has almost totally failed to supply leadership, 
not to mention results. The policy of combining guns and butter has re¬ 
sulted in many guns, but social welfare legislation goes hungering. The 
administration has steadily surrendered to the demands of the budget- 
mlnded and tax-minded corporatists, at the expense of America s real 
needs. even though the national budget continues to give heavier ana 
heavier weight to the nation’s war-making (and profit-making) potential* 

in the field of equality of opportunity and divil rights, the ad¬ 
ministration has only reluctantly and in the face of tremendous mass 
pressure taken some small steps of a strictly administrative kind to as- 
?mro our Negro citizens of a modicum of attention. But no new ^.eg^sla>’‘ 
ticn has been attempted, and as a whole the administration has trodden 



tisenship for minority groups. ...•***« *rt*r “ ~zcz* A r'i 

site its liberal phrases, has failed to speak out on behalf of'the. jus^ 
demands of our Afro-American fellow-citizens and brothers. 

The cynicism of this administration’s strategy is nowhere better 
demonstrated than in the field of foreign relations. Beginning with the 
Cuban adventure, followed by the nuclear plstcl-pcint diplomacy of - 
Un, and culminating now in the resumption of underground testing (and 
probably, If public pressure does not suffice to prevent 
testing) the Kennedy New Frontier has shown itself to be similar i 
?y Important respect with the brinkmanship diplomacy of Eisenhower and 
Dulles, Despite its rhetoric of liberalism, social reform, and the re¬ 
solution of expectations' 1 , its reply to Soviet nuclear blackmai 
Soviet Union’s cynical and criminal disregard for worl,,. opinion i a3 ^ 
world health is basically to follow policies in no way different from 
those of the USSR. 

The frustrations which have inevitably accompaniedthe continued 
failure ©f the administration to cope with problems bo oh at home and a- 
■i'^oad bag g5 vsn rise to a serious growth of the political right, suppcj, 
SfbviLf oorporftlon*. The National Committee views ^ development 
with deep concern, and regards the failure of organizea liberalism to 
cope with America’s problems as primarily responsible. 

This stalemate, and increasing drift toward the right, in Am^ioan 
politics is politically supported by the reactionary '°g t ®£ ' ' 

'em Democrats and Republicans in Congress. Ic is aided^in many state, 
bv the unrepresentative nature of rurally-dominated suai.e .legislatures* 
and in the Congressional Committeeo by outmoded seniority systems whio, A! , 
lacking concentrated opposition from within the 

continue to cripple every real effort to legislate ^ w -?t-h 

political coalition is responsible not only for a f^ure to dealwith 
the problems facing Americans, but with the increasing p ect 

litary-industrial complex, which permeates more and more every asp 

of American Society. 

In the North, the stalemate is supported by-and-Isrge by the big^ 
lt chine3 which while able to deliver mage blocs o_ votes in re 
for pettv favors, cannot create the large-scale changes requ re 
totaie li?e truly huian In the big city. 

political machines into direct opposition ^ o integra- 

whlon today dominate the aaohlnos, despite tne... liboial and mcegra 

, bionist phrase-mongering* 




In the face of these problems the National Committee believes that 
we can help break the stalemate state and assist the progressive move¬ 
ments that exist, small but growing, toward solutions for the crises 
.in which American capitalism finds itself. In view of the political ac 
tivity coming In the Fall of 1962 the National Committee adopts the fol 
lowing broad perspective: 

The National Committee reaffirms the general view of the last con¬ 
vention that no single approach can apply to all of the U*S., and all 
of the circumstances of our widely scattered locals. 

In some areas it may be possible for the Socialist Party to run 
its own candidates for Congress and other positions. But such a res¬ 
ponse should ori y be to a real situation, in conformity with the real 
resources and potentials of such an action, not merely out of a tradi¬ 
tional emotional commitment. 

In other areas the Party may be able to Influence trade unionists 
to enter their own candidates in such a wav that it will -represent a 
truly independent break from machine pci 1 ticn. Or, if this is not fea¬ 
sible, It may be possible to run candidates on a series of other issues 
such as peace, independent of the regular party organizations. 

(This resolution as submitted concluded with the paragraphs^adop¬ 
ted by the National Committee, which appear above., at the beginning of 
this article.) 


COMMENTS on no APT RP.^r.Trrr^, 


Obviously our movement , 

education about capitalism and loci Ill L” lifted to straight 
has led us in the Dost !!!,”* ® ut the de ^ire to b! 
controversies; (i) running! to tviD essentially sterile 

political realignment ^ 

our organization!!!he past three!! 0 ** 141 basis for the growth of 
growth of our youth gr!p! nS ^ eci ^V the fapid 

ism a Despiteboth itl mo!olithiIm!nd of ^ Rerican Stalin* 

Communist Party was for 20 vea«-«* . h 2 <i A 0 ^ > ^ > ? rtunism » the American 
What gave it its strength was it. at ._^ ra f 1 ' 1 ' can rad ical ginger group, 
ted Utopia occupying ?££ eal S' the agent For a pSrpo?; 

strategy it adopted in a *P art ihular 

xiDerai and labor movements. 

than totalitarian values^Sociallst^a^^^^ with democ *atic rather 
this role in the areas men«^i ?tS ^ e ^ alread y beginning to fulfill 
destroy what we have begun * if * £ esolut ion. We will 

organising the existingHdical^ U f ™ hen 95% of th « job of 
we shift our energies frillriS tl WkS P mains to e, 

to official liber alism P and to the ilblr!!^ 6 " u* our rel ationship 
high-level strategy that canenahif ab0 r leadership. There is no 
liberals today. No gimmicks nf Us , ?° organize or to push the 

tant liberal-labor coalition f nit ?? 311 ??Y e ; nent can create a milt, 
spend out time trying out the vari.il SUCh is Possible, and 

G1 n & ^ rue smd possible rll^tg^It *** UP 

flicting Pecspective^^H^decidill 2 ^!!*”! 3 labor Party as con- 
acd necessary task when there is - *^ m HSZ be a meaningful 

tne present time it is a stlltifvinf moveme nt again. At 

main immediate tasks, and possibilitfe!!rol t! removes the Party»s 

iItles trom the center of the stage. 

by s S&.'SSSi ^»JS5K B a sgfe 


THE SOCIALIST PARTY 

September 1961 

shown tte gIp S be!lII t tL! r ISs2 a If d th! d f niS - ration has 
inadequate proposals to meet th! f^P^g" and the grossly 

housing, education, unLSiSJSt the ^^ican people, il 

the Administration task economic growth and civil rights 

problems„ But the p^oSlff!! £ 1 ?™ UUined the sc °pe of tie ’ 
even before the Dixie«at!R e publicIl e!I?n ?S Were shar P 1 Y limited 

P 6 «sk 

* tic leeUi “ i ™ “ th. liss 

p^t K a» ly o», ISEe „,„ ia the or tte M]aolstrat . m to 
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support "any-frew crzrcl-xight^le gi slat ion despite all the campaign 
promises and the overwhelming vote of the Negro people, a vote which 
was decisive ror Kennedy r s victory. Certain administrative steps have 
oeen taken, such as a seemingly more vigorous Committe on Equal 
employment Opportunities, but this is not sufficient,, 

. J^e campaign of the Freedom Riders to -wipe out discrimination in 

interstate travel has presented the challenge once more. The appeal 
to the Freedom Riders to stop their efforts is clearly bowing to the 
pressures or those who seek to delay and deny such minimal steps for 
equal treatment. ^ 

The /r c Y^? n adv enture is the most startling examole of the cynical 
actions or this administration. Not only did it reveal the spokesman 

Government to be barefaced liars but it betrayed the trust 
01 the Cuban exiles who turned to the U.S. for help to overthrow the 
v-astro dictatorship. Kennedy spoke the words of freedom and social 
retorm and then acted to re-establish a conservative, if not reac¬ 
tionary, regime in Cuba. 

Many liberals genuinely believed the promises of the New Frontier 
and eagerly looked to 100 days of social legislation to meet pressing 
domestic.and international problems. While it is refreshing to have 
c,n administration more aware of the problems of the world and more 
representative or liberal, labor and civil rights sentiment, the New 
rontier is rollowmg in the old mold of compromise on important 
aomestic legislation and adherence to the interests of the "military- 
industrial complex" in foreign policy. At one and the same time, it 
kf’ 1S f S .? he ° mi se of social reform, uses the language of the rising 
tlZt"+li°+ h 0£ expectations, and then ur S es greater military power to 
hntll h ^n U f Co ^ ni ? m - r But the Cuban adventure showed that, at 
oottom, despite the rhetoric of liberalism and social reform, U.S. 

Trumaf and Eilenhower!" significantly from what ** wa s under 

c The stalemate of U.S. politics is threatend by both the forces 
tor progress and the forces for reaction. The most dynamic 
-iti^en^hK “°^ e ® ent iath ? developing Negro struggle for first class 
Khn Z u” Sh u P c- an -‘ ? uman dignity. On the reactionary side, there is the 
^evniuK Ch S ° C1 + ty ’ reflecting middle-class bewilderment toward the 
revolutionary struggles of our time and the challenge of Communism. 

rparUK=, ref0rm -rK gisla J ion is effecti -vely blocked in Congress by the 
manGK + ry F oa L; tl0n of Southern Democrats and Republicans, and in 
'INLflK by ^^unrepresentative character of the rural dominated 
molt Whether there is a Democratic or Republican majority. 

Congressional committees are dominated by the conserva- 
tives of both parties. And long experience has shown that compromise, 
as Kennedy has done, only emboldens the coalition. promise, 

nrnUUnKG ? re ot ? e r Stalemates in American politics which distort 
climate into a conservative shape unable to meet the 
I! S ki - the . 2 ? t ! 1 Century. Foreign policy under both Democratic 

and Republican administration, has been decisively shaped by military 

r°et th=Kkmi’+* nd only . sec °ndarily by political considerations, to 7 
- rnlrlfTi 1 utionary changes taking place in the former colonial and 
semi-colonial world. Here is the power of the "military-industrial 
complex," and those who are committed to the defense of capitalism in 
revolutionary change. Nothing better illustrates the over- 
-_1 conservative character or the power elite in the U.S. And 


political parties committed, at be£t, to extremely modest reforms in 
the U.3. can hardly deal sympathetically with nations and peoples in 
the process of vast revolutionary upheavals. 

However there are other forms of the political stalemate. For 
the Negro in the North, the stalemate is focused in the big city 
political machines, and the non-legal, but nevertheless real institu¬ 
tionalized racism in the North. The developing Negro consciousness, 
education and economic power, as well as considerations of foreign 
policy nave forced the enactment of FEPC and fair housing legislation 
in many states„ But the basic reality remains despite these advances. 

For liberal and labor forces in the north, the stalemate is not 
only in the rural-dominated state legislatures but in the conservative 
Democratic machines. These machines have not dealt with the problems 
of the urban areas. They speak the language of liberalism and deliver 
the vote of the workers, Negroes and liberals, but they live in an 
easy alliance with the dominant business interests. 

Policy for the SP has to start not only from an awareness of the 
various forms of the political stalemate but from the size and strength 
of the organized democratic socialist movement. Our main concern is 
to Involve the members of the Party in the various organizations which 
already exist and which are devoted to limited goals. We want to 
increase participation and activity in labor unions, civil rights 
organizations, peace organizations, various political groupings - such 
as the ADA. Liberal Party, reform Democratic Party clubs, and community 
organizations concerned with specific local problems such as school 
integration, urban renewal, etc. The Party must seek ways of assisting 
.its members in these activities, and utilizing its resources to co¬ 
ordinate and strengthen these various efforts. Right now the Party 
hoc its.members have only peripheral involvement and influence in these 
organizations and movements. 

We should particularly emphasize, where possible, those dynamic 
organizations that are formally politically non-partisan. W e urge 
tins not because of their "neutrality" but because they represent a 
more radical response to American society. The growth and strengthen- 
mg °£ these "peripheral" groups is essential to any longer range 
radicalization in America. Furthermore the active people in these 
movements constitute the bulk of the involved radicals in this country 
today,, it is amongst these people that the Socialist Party can find 
potential members today. They are the people who do not need to be 
convinced of the desirability of either realignment or a third party. 
They usually vote Democratic, but what they do on the other 364 days 
or the year represents the sum total of those activities in which a 
growing Socialist Party would be a unifying and synthesizing force. 

We are referring specifically to the following activities which 
either clash with the major trend of official liberalism or which 
press it from the left with their more militant approach: 

't- The peace movement: SANE ? which in the past year has taken 
the rirst distinct steps toward broadening its concern from nuclear 
policy alone to all aspects of democratic foreign policy: the Americai 
vriends^Service Committee, with its peace marches and its increasingly 
successful labor conferences; the Student Peace Union, which has 
spread to many campuses. 

2, The direct action civil rights movement: CORE, Freedom Riders 
Student Nonviolent Coordinating Committee, and similar independent 

local groups. 

3„ Groups struggling for democracy in the trade union movement. 

4.,^ The Negro American Labor Council, which reinforces the direct 
action civil rights movement, but also serves to advance the cause of 
trade union democracy on a basis of racial equality. 











In the past both the advocates of realignment and the advocates 
of a labor (or third) Party have tended to exaggerate their relevance 
to the immediate day-to-day life of our movement. Granted that these 
are important and highlydesirable developments,-it is a mistake to 
think that advocacy of them by the small socialist movement is either 
in any way central to our present appeal, or that it can significantly 
affect the possibility of either goals coming to fruition. Furthermore 
such an emphasis is a deterrent to our growth in this period. For it 
is a fact that the youth are growing at a far more rapid rate than the 
Party, because youth who have arrived at a radical social outlook are 
readier to commit themselves in accordance with their principles to a 
small organization. Any attempt to make political realignment the 
major emphasis of our activity will contribute to liquidating our 
youth support, which is the most promising source at this time for 
future militant Socialist participation in all arenas of American life* 

To sum up our political perspectives and our orientation during 
the Kennedy administration: 

L We represent as a Party a fundamentally different approach to 
the problems of society. We are not, in other words, the left wing of 
the Kennedy administration. 

2. We would welcome realignment of the present two-party system 
as a decisive step forward in American politics. We welcome activity 
by liberal Democrats aimed at getting their Party to carry out the 
liberal planks contained in the Democratic Party platform. Members of 
the Socialist Party are free to participate in efforts at change with¬ 
in the Democratic Party. The Socialist Party today, for reasons 
detailed above, does not emphasize such arenas, but neither does it 
exclude the possibility that in some locales these types of reform 
Clubs can provide a meaningful year-round center for political activity 
on neighborhood, local and national issues. 

3. We do not exclude a turn of events sometimes in the future 
that would result in a mass liberal-labor "third 11 party, which we would 
of course welcome. Where local independent liberal or labor political 
action is possible on a mass scale, Socialists should participate. At 
the present time, considering our own weakness and our still peripheral 
relationship with the liberal, labor and civil rights arenas, it would 
be Incorrect for us to emphasize Initiatives on our part for this pur¬ 
pose c 

4. Socialist candidates should be put forward where a serious 
campaign is assured, and where a significant response is likely. We 
should not run candidates merely as a gesture on behalf of our prin¬ 
ciples, thus demonostrating our weakness and convincing the people we 
most want to influence of our sectarianism. 

5 a What we should emphasize is that our proposals for a new 
society are accompanied by an unceasing effort at participation In all 
the areas of social concern where significant radical and militant 
activity is being carried on, with the immediate objective of making 
our party the assembling point of American democratic radicalism. Only 
then can the question of the Socialist Party f s Intervention in reor¬ 
ganizing American political party life become a serious and signifi¬ 
cant debate. 
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BOULDER RESOLUTION ON " SOCIAL" DBF BN SB 

1. The Soviet testing of over 30 nuclear devices since September 
1, the projected atmospheric testing of U.S. weapons, and the obvious 
inadequacy of private of "do-it-yourself" fall-out shelters raise the 
need for a truly national civil defense program. 

2. Such a program to be meaningful must comprise a multi-billion 
dollar federally sponsored shelter construction approach which will 
extend into every community and neighborhood In the country. 

3. This construction program requires top priority to protect 
the population as quickly as possible from the effect of nuclear 
devices and their testing. 

4. This kind of program needs also to be accompanied by the 
dissemination of complete information on the genetic and biological 
destructiveness of nuclear bombs as well as their explosive and fire¬ 
storm effects. 

5. The program demands furthermore a reorganization of civil 
defense,.so as to involve the population as full participants (with 
the British Home Guard as its possible model). Instead of becoming a 
military, regimented organizational basis for garrison-state develop¬ 
ments. 

6. Such a federally financed program on a massive scale must be 
designed to undercut the problem of permanent unemployment by tieing it 
to school, public and federal housing and turning these programs into 
multiple purpose constructions which will include the building and 
stocking of deep underground shelters for community use. 

7. The reluctance of political leaders in Washington to act on 
such a program, despite their personal alarm over the consequences of 
nuclear weapons, prompts the 3P—3DF - in line with its general and ' 
political orientation - to call upon the trade unions, liberal organi¬ 
zations, humanitarian and religious groups, and others to join in 
common action to apply mass political pressure for the enactment of 
this kind of program - a social defense program. 


ARGUMENT FOR THE BOULDER RESOLUTION ON "SOCIAL" DEFENSE 

The problem of Civil Defense has been raised with increased 
urgency because of political developments in the last few months. The 
mounting tension of the Berlin crisis, the Soviet testing of over 30 
nuclear devices, and the possibility of American resumption of atmos¬ 
pheric testing have all contributed to a widespread public concern 
with questions of fallout and civilian defense. Washington officials, 
mass circulation magazines, and many other organizations and individuals 
have concerned themselves with the need for a civilian defense and 
fallout protection program. While we agree that there is a great need 
ior such protection, we feel that most official proposals which have 
been made are seriously inadequate or misconceived. 

The basic fault of these proposals is that they call for private¬ 
ly financed. Individual fallout shelters and survival equipment - 
including even warning signals - which not only would create social and 
economic inequality of protection but also would result in technically 
insufficient protection even for those few fortunate enough to have 
access to such facilities. 

Specifically, our objections to the present Civil Defense situa¬ 
tion and to such proposals for future Civil Defense are: 

^A. Private fallout shelters introduce social, economic, geo¬ 
graphic, and occupational inequalities in protection. Such inequali- 







ties stem from differences in availability of money and time, and in 
access to space and inf ormation needed for construction for private 
fallout shelters; public or private institutional development of 
facilities to shelter government, business and military officials, and 
the futility and impossibility of building such shelters in densely 
populated areas. 

B. Private fallout shelters cannot meet the technical demands of 
population protection in a thermonuclear age. At best they provide 
only short-term protection from fallout and almost no protection from 
other dangers of nuclear attack - blast, heat, ground shock, firestorms 
and the like. In addition they isolate small groups of people in a 
situation of social disorganization - breakdown of utilities, failure 
of communication, anarchic and criminal developments, need for medical 
and other specialized services, and shortages of essential supplies 
and equipment. 

The obvious demand of a nuclear world is for extensive, social¬ 
ized, publicly financed, and technically sound orotection from nuclear 
dangers. 

Only^iarge-scale shelters can be built to withstand the more 
serious effects of modern war. Large shelters can be built far under¬ 
ground and with great structural strength, and can include technical 
devices for air and waterpurufication - providing considerable protec¬ 
tion from all or most physical effects of nuclear attack, and even 
irom chemical or biological warfare. 

r The requirements for subsistence under conditions of nuclear 
warx are - maintenance of communication and utilities, provision of 
special services, and the preparatory stockpiling of supplies and 
equipment -can only be met by large-scale, coordinated efforts. 

Only in large shelters can a reasonable degree of social organi¬ 
zation be maintained. Such organization will be essential to keep 
order, bolster morale, and deal with, problems of immediate rescue and 
long-range reconstruction. 

The only humane and moral approach to civilian defense is an 
attempt to offer equal opportunity of protection to everyone. This is 
impossible if defense is a private affair - even among public officials. 
Large-scale, socialized facilities are.an indispensable condition for 
equality of protection. 

The need for protection fulfilling the above conditions is 
obvious. ^It Is equally apparent that meeting such a need requires a 
society—wide exfort. That kind of effort can only be organized and 
financed on a national level, by the federal government. It is in fact 
the duty of the federal ogvernment in fulfilling its Constitutional 
obligation to: 

PROVIDE FOR THE COMMON DEFENSE, PROMOTE THE GENERAL 
WELFARE AND SECURE THE BLESSINGS OF LIBERTY TO 
OURSELVES AND OUR POSTERITY. 

In our nuclear age, this means Social Defense from nuclear 
di saster. 

W e therefore call for a multi-billion dollar federal Civil 
Defense program, including construction of large-scale shelters, and. 
extending into every community and neighborhood In the country. 

This^program should be given top priority, with the objective 
ox protecting the population from the effects of nuclear warfare and 
nuclear testing to the greatest possible extent and within the shortest 
possible time. 

The program should be accompanied by the collection and“ distribu¬ 
tion of complete information on the hazards of a nuclear age and the 




cocciDilities of protection from them* Such Information must include 
estimates of the extent and kind of destruction expected in the event 
of war, estimates of the consequences of nuclear testing for this and 
future generations-,, and plans for minimizing such dangers. 

Finally, the program must be accompanied by a complete reorgani¬ 
zation of Civil Defense that would involve the entire population as 
participants-. (The English Home Guard of World War Two might be used 
as a model of such involvement,) This kind of participation would put 
Civil Defense out of the hands of incompetents and alarmists. Further, 
It would reduce the tendency for Civil Defense to become an instrument 
of militarization or regimentation. 

Clearly, to move the federal government to adopt such a program 
till require ' action by many organizations and individuals - especially 
t r rde uni ons religi cus and humani t arl an associations, and po 11 ti c al 


groups 

However s the proposed program and actions will meet with opposi¬ 
te w, I rut those who contend that Civil Defense is not worthwhile, 
impossible or actually harmful.. 

Among arguments against extended civilian defense are those 
which sty that .it vould be more effort than it is worth - too expens¬ 
ive f too disruptive;, too unlikely ever to be needed, and so forth. 

Although these arguments are legitimate and deserve considera¬ 
tion. their force Is greatly diminished by the .very f act of the wide¬ 
spread. concern over civilian defense which now exists. People who make 
influence political decisions should not gauge the cost of a program 
tv its absolute expense, but rather by the relative value attached to 
it by those to whom they are politically responsible. Moreover , Civil 
Defense In one of those things which is vastly more costly to need and 
not have than to have and not need. 

Another kind of argument contends that Civil Defense cannot be 
made effective enough to be useful. (Too few lives could be‘saved; no 
shelters we now have would really give protection; and so on.) How¬ 
ever,. not only is a. rather small increase in the number of lives saved 
worth an enormous Increase in the expense and effort put forth to 
protect them, but also it is quite likely that with sufficient effort, 
the technology of protection can begin to match the technology of 
destruction* 

A more pernicious set of arguments is presented by those who 
..intend that Civil Defense is antithetical to "Peace”, and especially ‘ 
toy those who advocate unilateralist solutions to the problem of Peace. 
These Induce not only extremists from various "Peace” movements, but 
also those who:proclaim "Better R e d.than dead," those who are apolo¬ 
gists for the Soviet Union, and those who are simply looking for an 
eucy wv.g out of circumstances requiring complicated analysis and 
planning* 

The basic argument of the "Peace" minded grouping is termed the 
Writ Psychology argument. Their contention is that even to talk about, 
let alone to try to provide adequate civilian defense is to delude the 
population into believing that it is protected from the dangers of 
nuclear war - a delusion which, it is thought, will lead the population 
tv a willingness to engage In such a war. Those who advocate civilian 
defense therefore become villians, militarists, warmongers - in short, 
Devils 


The proponents of the War Psychology argument presumptuously 
assume that the people are capable of being manipulated by mere words 
_nd synods either into .favoring war or into opposing war. The 
ruteres';s of this elite of "Peace" are in manipulating people by mere 
words into opposing war. Them assume that otheio (militarists, 
reactionaries, and advocates of civilian defense) are attempting to 
manipulate'people by mere words into favoring war - and that they are 
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succeeding* 

su ck' el itists admit that the people can tell the 
difference bl Ty^een \vii a t is" real and what is simply .1 akery . 

We believe that the populace can see the immense difference 
between, say> having a knight s s armor against a jouster T s lance and 
having even the best shelters against thermonuclear war. It is the 
elitists who have been fooled by their own words, noise, and irreve- 
Iant analogies into opposing such necessary measures as civilian defense 

Since the development of an adequate program of civilian defense 
would precisely involve increasing the population^ awareness of the 
dangers of nuclear war ; it is an elitist' assumption of the worst sort 
which claims that the same awareness which makes pacifists anti-war 
would make the populace pro-war* 

Moreover, these "Peace"-mongers are often profoundly anti-human 
in that they are normally not at all concerned with saving human lives 
- unless they can save al 1 human lives.. They assume that the only 
alternatives in the world situation are either/or dichotomies: 

either the millenium of "Peace",or Armageddon 

either total salvation, or total destruction 

either surrender, or suicide 

either Red, or dead* 

In their attempts to manipulate people into the most absolute' 
opposition to war, they feel compelled to declare that if war comes, 
none shall survive/all shall die. The logic of the self-fulfilling 
prophecy is apparent here: they must oppose precisely those measures 
which will permit some to survive - civilian defense. 

In the foggy world of this kind of "humanism" and "morality", we 
find those who express condemnation and horror at the existence of 
persons who are willing to contend that there _is a difference between 
the deaths of 180 million people and, say, 50 million; of 40 million 
and, say, 30 million*/ 

Discussions of such differences are indeed grotesque, yet in our 
world and time, we are compelled to consider them. Cool-headedness 
should not be confused with, cold-bloodedness. 

It should be realized as well that making efforts toward saving 
lives in the event of nuclear war in ho way precludes making efforts 
toward avoiding nuclear ware entirely. Of course efforts to prevent 
nuclear.war should be made„ However, in politics, as in all human 
endeavors, even one^s best efforts may fail. Good intentions are 
insufficient, exemplary actions do not necessarily produce the intended 
results.; and even the most careful calculation may be mistaken. 

■ If for any calculable or incalculable reason nuclear war does 
occur, it is essential that as many people as possible have adequate 
protection r That kind of protection is only possible through the 
prior organization of the extensive socialized defense system we are 
proposing* 

By ordinary logic' those who wanted to oppose civilian defense 
would have to contend either that thermonuclear war is impossible or 
that saving human lives is not worth while. Yet it is exactly those 
who counterpose "Beace" to civilian defense who contend that nuclear 
war is almost inevitable, and that the most likely causes of war will 
be irrationality, insanity, or accident - causes which could hardly be 
eliminated by an y cf the activities they a re oroposing. 

The righteous gestures (demonstrations, petitions, and "Peace" 
marches) of those opposing both civilian defense and the existence of 
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nuclear weapons often are nothing but arguments for their alleged 
purity of heart. Frequently an admitted cynicism about their own 
ineffectiveness pervades extreme pacifist, unilateral disarmament, and 
anti-civilian defense movements* Dueh cynical activity is a symptom 
of the politics of despair and the politics of personal salvation. It 
is doubtful that activities of this nature will have much effect on 
public policy; and it is also doubtful that the proposals made by those 
so acting are either possible or desirable. 

Although the opposition to civilian defense of those who have a 
single-minded approach to "Peace" is disreputable enough, there is 
another source of opposition which is positively vicious. This rejec¬ 
tion of appropriate Civil Defense comes from those who are opposed to 
the social and economic changes required by a large-scale protection 
program -the Right, and especially the radical Right* Their unwil¬ 
lingness to permit increased taxes or large federal programs and 
probably even their desire to keep the presently neglected Civil 
Defense program in reactionary hands - not to mention their existing 
interests in the profits of private, free-enterprise shelters ** these 
are the narrow, profoundly anti-human sources of their opposition. 

Their arguments will ring with right-wing demagogery, but be in obvious 
contradiction to their professed dedication to the United States 
Constitution. 

Yet neither demonstrations nor demagogery can eliminate the 
hazards of the nuclear age. It is not possible to sweep science and 
technology under a rug. It is, in fact,prob able that the world will 
have to live with nuclear technology, nuclear weapons, and the risk of 
nuclear war for a very long time. Civilian defense would be necessary 
even if only the present cold-war context were considered; but the need 
for protection is not limited to that context; it is a long-range and 
increasing need. 

The case for a strong Civil Defense program can stand on its own 
merits in terms of the need to provide insurance against the effect of 
possible nuclear ivar. Still, it could be argued that even so we might 
not want to face the extensive social consequences of such a program. 

A number of the predictable consequences, however, are actually 
desirable, particularly from the standpoint of liberal, labor, and 
socialist objectives. 

- Large underground shelter complexes can be made to serve a 
variety of purposes in addition to their function as shelters; for 
example, in the decentralization of pubiically sponsored industrial 
development, or as any of the now badly needed public buildings - 
schools, hospitals, and even housing. This kind of development could 
greatly stimulate municipal planning - a much needed activity, as our 
tangled cities show. To give a single other example of problems which 
could be alleviated by this program: the blatant waste of food and 
money involved in the problem of agricultural surpluses could be re¬ 
duced by processing and storing surpluses in usable form as part of 
shelter provisions. 

An extensive, multi-purpose public construction program of the 
kind needed would create large numbersof jobs, not only in the program 
itself but also in providing the necessary resources. In the face of 
widespread permanent unemployment and periodic economic recessions, 
this is clearly needed. 

The increase in expenditure on pubiically financed construction 
which this social defense program will require would be an important 
contribution to the kind of social legislation thought desirable by 
the Left, arid will be a substantial addition to the public sector of 
the economy. 










The fact that such social consequences flow from an adequate 
civilian defense program, not only makes it more desirable in terms of 
libeial,^labor, and socialist politics, but also means that a consider¬ 
able shirt in American.politics would have to take place in order to 
vu»ke Lhe^necessary legislation possible. This is by no means impos¬ 
sible v In fact, since thereis widespread and growing support in the 
population for the civilian defense measures, this might be just the 
issue which could add enough impetus to effect a restructuring of 
American politics* 

Many organizations - trade unions, religious and humanitarian 
associations, political groups, etc. - will have to support this 
program if it is to become a reality; and they will benefit as or^ani- 
t,e.dons by serving as channels for the expression and implementation 
or public desire for effective Civil Defense. 

Vie therefore call for the assignment of'highest prior ity to the 
creation or^a large-scale, public, socialized, multi-purpose program 
or Civil Defense , and vre urge other organizations and" individuals to 
join m common action to apply mass political pressure for the immedi¬ 
ate adoption of such a program. 


BOULDER LOCAL 




IKE PARTY AM) THE MEW ADHINISTRATIOW 

V ' • - ^hc O 1 -'' : r'/vn 

TKeieated "by the National Committee; Philadelphia;, June *61) 

- The campaign of the Freedom Riders to wipe out segregation In the 
south- and the- campaign of persecution against them reveals anew the essence 
o.f the political' crisis, in the United States. The people of the United 
Stat.es: are predominantly represented by the labor movement, the civil rights 
'movements and liberals both organized and unorganized. They have clearly 
expressed their sentiments on a whole series of vital questions. They have 
stated them unmistakcLly. even if by a narrow majority, in the election of 
John F=- Kennedy as president and in the return of a Democratic majority in 
both houses. Nevertheless the frustration *cf'the. popular will continues’ CL 
both.in the.legislature and the country and .in the streets of the cities of 
the United St.ai.es, particularly in the south* The principle reason for this 
is contained In the •effective domination of our political life by a coalition 
of reactionary Democrats and Republicans. Their power to flaunt the popular 
will Is not diminished in any serious degree by the fact that they form an 
unofficial coalition which does not dare to present Itself for endorsement 
in the elections. 

The Freedom Riders are doing nothing more than asserting the rights of 
•vhe Negro people of the south to social equality which the whole system of 
segregation denies them* These rights were solemnly pledged by the platform 
adopted by the Democratic Party at its Los Angeles convention, by the candi¬ 
dates who ran on this platform in the last election. They have been affirmed 
by decisions j.ust as solemnly made and reiterated by the Supreme Court of the 
United States* Those who are engaged In persecuting, hounding, suppressing 
and jailing the Freedom Riders are not simply reactionaries in general; 
they.are not simply violators of the decisions of the Supreme Court; they 
are also the official representatives and.spokesmen for the Democratic Party 
throughout the south,, Trying to mediate ^between those who are .-working to 
implement the law of the land and vhose who are insolently violating the law 
is the representative of the Administration at the head of the Justice Depart- 
mei,. ;He Is bound by the law of the lahd and by the pledges of his Democratic 
,Party* yet he calls upon the Freedom Riders to desist from the exercise of 
their elementary democratic rights* 

It is Impossible for the United States to make the economic, political, 
and social progress, now more urgently needed than ever before, and to make 
this' progress hot only inside the United States but on the critical inter¬ 
national field, unless the labor, liberal, and civil rights movements coal¬ 
esce their efforts as quickly as possible to overcome the reactionary coalit¬ 
ion whose domination of the government has been primarily responsible for -our 
political crisiso 

The SP-’SDF has proclaimed with the greatest earnestness the urgent 
need for a new political alignment* The failure of the progressive political 
forces in this country to take speedy and energetic measures toward bringing 
such a realignment into existence has served to perpetuate the state of stag¬ 
nation in our economic and political life at home and thereby has also cont¬ 
ributed to the increasingly critical situation of the democratic movements 
and hopes throughout the world* 



The best that can be said of the new administration since it took 
office at the beginning of this year is that it has sought to placate at one 
and the same time the reactionary elements in its own party still cynically 
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allied with their similars in the Republican..Party, and at the same time 
to conciliate those who are genuinely committed to a program of economic 
and social progress. It was a foregone conclusion that any attempt to 
placate such unreconcliable forces could produce only what it hag produced: 
the conspicuous failure to achieve even those modest goals set forth both 
in the Los Angeles Democratic platform and in the task force proposals of 
the new administration. Where;bold strides foward are required on such 
problems as peace, disarmament s unemployment, automation, economic growth 
and civil rights, there has been at most a halting and trivial toddling. 

On the whole the measures passed and proposed are utterly inadequate. The 
pitiable compromises offered by the White House on its own legislative pro¬ 
posals. far from appeasing the reactionary Demo—Republican coalition have 
only served to embolden them and to harden their resistence to social 
change. 

A^new political party is absolutely essential. The SP-SDF recognizes, 
however, that it cannot be created overnight. Further, it recognizes that 
such a party cannot be created by the efforts of socialists alone. Indeed 
it recognizes that a new party composed only of socialists could not under 
present circumstances meet the urgent requirements of the day. It is mainly 
for that reason that the SP-SDF feels that the main responsibility rests 
precisely on the shoulders of the labor, liberal and civil rights movements 
who express the best and most far-sighted interests of the American piople. 

We recognize that these movements are today allied with or give their 
support largely to the progressive wing of the Democratic Party. It is 
both the task and the duty of these movements, even if they do not yet 
agree on the need to form a new party to take those steps required to 
achieve the democratic will of the American people by breaking the strength 
of the reactionary coalition. To reduce this reactionary coalition to its 
real position as a minority, a counter-coalition must be organized. Its 
program in the beginning need be nothing more than the program to which 
the labor, liberal and civil rights movements are already committed. But 
to realize this program requires first of all to break the stranglehold 
of the reactionaries and southern Democrats on the Democratic Party and., 
through it,the houses of Congress. 

We therefore call upon all labor and liberals in the Democratic Party 
to repudiate by word and deed the reactionary southern Democrats. We 
call likewise upon labor and liberals in the Republican Party to dissociate 
themselves completely from the dominant reactionary wing of their own party 
which has maintained a shameful alliance with the.southern Democrats* 

Such outstanding persecutors of the Freedom Riders as Governor 
Patterson of Alabama and Governor Barnett of Mississippi are flouters of 
the elementary principles of democracy and decency and must be explicitly 
repudiated by all those in the Democratic Party who are committed to the 
Party platform. 

The Democratic National Committee which has been so inexcusably 
silent about the shameful conduct of its spokesmen in the south must be 
called upon to take a clear cut stand. Silence or equivocation about this 
international scandal cannot be tolerated in any political body in this 
country. 

But this appeal for clear-cut words and deeds cannot be made only 
to the official representatives of the present political parties. The 
people of the United States expressed their political sentiments in the 
last presidential election. We do not believe that the political activities 
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of' the people of this country come to an end with the 7 election of a presi¬ 
dent and a congress. Politics is a year 1 round occupation and duty of 
every citizen. No genuinely democratic political movement is worthy of 
the name unless it is a grass roots movement,.organized in every city, 
town and hamlet of the country. 

The SP-SDF is ready and eager to cooperate selflessly with all 
labor. liberal and civil rights groups to establish the basis for the 
political coalition In every locality in the country, no matter on how 
modest a basis the beginning is made. In this beginning the SP-SDF pledges 
its loyal solidarity, since it seeks no narrow partisan advantage but aims 
above all things to help bring about the new political alignment in the 
United States. The SP-SDF is prepared to cooperate with and support all 
serious forces, both inside and outside the Democratic Party in waging a 
struggle to isolate and defeat all reactionary elements, again be they 
inside or outside the Democratic Party. The reactionaries must be challenged 
not only in elections but in primaries. No election or primary campaign 
anywhere in the country should be allowed to pass without the progressive 3 
forces challenging their political enemies every step of the way and on 
every level; both inside the existing parties and in the elections them¬ 
selves,. 


Everyone to whom life and liberty are dear and who gives our problems 
serious thought must be aware, as socialists are aware, that never in its 
history has the United States faced so grave a political crisis at home 
and abroad. It is no exaggeration to say that the entire globe is gripped 
by forces of revolution or by forces of counter-revolution. The United 
States calls itself the leader of the free world. The tragic truth is 
that it has been unable to offer leadership, that it has been unable to 
advance the cause of freedom. That is the story of the United States in 
recent times and up to now. It will continue to be the case and even grow 
worse unless we in this country take the initiative for a radical change. 

In a world yearning for change we condemn ourselves to futility and defeat 
if we seek only to maintain things as they are. We Socialists are not 
visionaries who believe that all that needs to be changed will be changed 
overnight. But a beginning in the direction of change must be made immedi¬ 
ately and it must be a bold and radical beginning. 

The beginning which is the prerequisite for coming to gripps effect¬ 
ively both with domestic and international problems bears the name: a new 
political alignment in the United States. None of the pressing and critical 
problems that now demand" solution — mass un-employment, the housing 
crisis, the crisis in education, in transportation, in medicine and health, 
the decay of our cities, our stagnating economy, automation-- can be dealt 
with effectively when the political life of our country is strangled by the 
old outmoded reactionary political coalition that dominates our lives. 

We are Socialists. We have neither the need nor the desire to conceal 
our belief that the big problems of today can be resolved durably only by 
a complete transformation of the very basis of our society, by the intro¬ 
duction of social ownership, democratic control and democratic planning. 

We support wholeheartedly all legislation or any other measures which, 
while not themselves socialist, facilitate' the realization of our ideals. 
But it is not this ideal which is in the minds of the millions upon millions 
who make up the progressive forces in this country. It is with them that 
we seek honest collaboration in the advancement of all those economic and 
political social forward st.nps for which we feel a common need. 

The American people have overcome grave political crises in the past. 
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The one we face now, we repeat, is the gravest of all* If we succeed in 
resolving it not only the United States but the entire world will be able 
to move forward to security, to prosperity, to peace, to liberty. The 
forces in the United States already committed to these goals are ample in 
number and strength to realise them. Let them unite to break the political 
grip of the dead hand that holds us back* 
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THE PARTY AND THE KENNEDY ADMINISTRATION 

Sam Bottone 

(Defeated by the National Committee; Philadelphia, June 1961) 


The first 5 months of the Kennedy Administration has quickly•shown the 
gap between the promises of the campaign and the grossly inadequate proposals 
to meet the'needs -of the American people. In housing, education, unemployment, 
economic growth and civil rights, the Administration task forces clearly out¬ 
lined the scope, of the problems* But the proposals sent to Congress were 
sharply limited even before the Dixiecrat-Republican coalition cut them even 
further« The new administration instead of forthrightly challenging the power 
of this reactionary coalition has tried to come to terms with it on domestic 
legislation in the interest of support fcr foreign policy. 

Particularly outrageous Is the refusal of the Administration to support 
any new civil rights legislation despite all the campaign promises and the 
overwhelming vote of the Negro people, a vote which was decisive for Kennedy f s 
victory* Certain administrative steps have been taken, such as a seemingly • 
more vigorous Committee on Equal Employment Opportunities, but this is not 
sufficient. 

The campaign of the Freedom Riders to wipe out discrimination in inter¬ 
state travel has presented the challenge once more. The appeal to the Free¬ 
dom Riders to stop their efforts is clearly bowing to the pressures of those 
who seek to delay and deny such minimal steps for equal treatment. 

The Cuban adventure is the most startling example of the cynical actions 
of this administration. Not only did it reveal the spokesmen of the U.S. gov¬ 
ernment to be barefaced liars but it betrayed the trust of the Cuban exiles 
who turned to the U.S. for help to overthrow the Castro dictatorship. Kennedy 
spoke the words of freedom and social reform and then acted to re-establish 
a conservative, if not reactionary, regime in Cuba. 

Many liberal genuinely believed the promises of the New Frontier, and 
eagerly looked to a 100 days of social legislation to meet pressing domestic 
and International problems. While it is refreshing to have an administration 
more aware of the problems of the world and more ' representative of liberal, 
labor, and civil rights sentiment, the New Frontier is following in the old 
mold of compromise on important domestic legislation and adherence to the int¬ 
erests of the "military-industrial complex" in foreign policy. At one and the 
same time, it raises the promise of social reform, uses the language of the 
rising revolution of expectations, and then urges greater military'power to 
meet the thrust of communism. But the Cuban adventure showed that, at bottom, 
despite the rhetoric of liberalism and social reform, U.S. foreign -policy will 
not differ significantly -from What* it was..under Trturan and Eisenhower. 

The stalemate of U.S. politics is threatened by both the forces for prog¬ 
ress and the forces for reaction. The most dynamic progressive movement is 
the developing Negro struggle for first class citizenship and human dignity. 

On the reactionary side, there is the John Birch Society, reflecting middle- 
class bewilderment toward the revolutionary struggles of our time and the 
challange of Communism. 

Domestic reform legislation is effectively blocked in Congress by the 
reactionary coalition of Southern Democrats and Republicans, and in many 
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states by the unrepresentative character of the rural-dominated legislatures* 
Democratic or Republican control, most important Congressional committees 
are dominated by the conservatives of both parties* And long experience 
has shown that compromise, as Kennedy has done, only emboldens the coalition* 

But there are other stalemates in American politics which distort our 
political climate into a conservative shape unable to meet the challenge 
of the 20th Century. Foreign policy, under both Democratic and Republican 
administration, has been decisively shaped by military considerations, and 
only secondarily by political considerations, to meet the revolutionary 
changes taking place in the former colonial and semi-colonial worldly Here 
is the power of the "military-industrial complex", and those who are com¬ 
mitted to the defense of capitalism in an era of revolutionary change. 

Nothing better illustrates the over-all conservative character of the power 
elite in the U. S. And political parties committed, at best, to extremely 
modest reforms in the U. S. can hardly deal sympathetically with nations 
and peoples in the process of vast revolutionary upheavals. 

However there are other forms.of the political stalemate. For the 
Negro in the North, the stalemate is focused in the big city political 
machines, and the non-legal, but nevertheless real institutionalized racism 
in the North. The developing Negro consciousness, education and economic 
power, as well as considerations of foreign policy have forced the enactment 
of FEPC and fair housing legislation in many states. But the basic reality 
remains despite these advances. 

For liberal and labor forces in the north, the stalemate is not only 
in the rural-dominated state legislatures, but in the conservative Democratic 
machines. These machines have not dealt with.the problems of the urban 
areas but they speak the language of liberalism and deliver the vote of the 
workers, Negroes and liberals, but they live in an easy alliance with the 
dominant business interests. 

Policy for the SP has to start not.only from an awareness of the 
various forms of the political stalemate but from the size and strength of 
the democratic socialist movement. .Our.main concern is to involve the 
members of the Party in the various' organizations which already exist and 
which are demoted to limited liberal goals. We want to increase participa¬ 
tion and activity in labor unions, civil rights organizations like NAACP 
and CORE, SANE, ADA and in certain local areas,.community organizations 
concerned with specific local problems such as education and urban, renewal. 
Right now, the Party has only peripheral involvement and influence in these 
organizations and movements. 

One of the characteristics of the most dynamic groups, such as the 
civil rights movement and SANE, that is groups toward which we are oriented, 
is that they are, in a sense, outside of politics. They seek to involve 
jseop'lc in specific action projects, as their primary activity. Socialists 
participate in these organizations because we genuinely believe in their 
goals and want to participate in achieving them. But in another sense, they 
are involved in politics, to the extent that they make demands of our poli¬ 
tical institutions. However, socialists are concerned with influencing such 
movements in a political direction. It is unlikely that these movements, 
as such, will adopt a socialist orientation. The question is, then, in which 
direction do we want to, exert our influence: tov/ard the Democratic Party 
with the prospect of capturing or reforming it; or toward breaking with 
capitalist political parties, even if only taking the first tentative step 
of independence from the two oxd parties. 

Many liberals and even some labor unions, like the UAW, have already 
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advocated a change in the political party structure in the U.S. But such a 
change cannot be conjured into existence. A political realignment, even to 
the extent of the formation of a more consistently liberal and conservative 
party, will accompany or follow the breaking of the stalemate in the rela¬ 
tionship of the political and social forces in the U. S. ; it is unlikely 
that it will precede such changes. 

T.he need for a new party of labor, liberals and the Negro people is 
clear. While our Party must be a part of this development, it is difficult 
to see how we can be the catalyst for it. We participate in liberal and 
progressive organizations whose members we believe will form the ranks of 
a new party; and we encourage infependence of the old parties. Socialists 
have a" vital role to play in such movements, not only furthering their goals, 
but by drawing the broader implications of these activities. Socialists urge 
liberals and laborites active in the Democratic party to demand tht the new 
administration live up to its liberal campaign promises, and to break the 
control of the Dixiecrats within their own party. But we are also ready to 
participate with liberal forces in campaigns to pressure Congress for the 
enactment of meaningful social legislation, and to demand the end of the 
Diiiiecrat power i,n Congress. 

However, our orientation is toward political independence from the -old 
parties. We seek to encourage this in every possible way while not isolating 
ourselves from the day-to-day struggles of the liberal, labor and Negro 
movements. Sometimes this can be furthered by the SP running its own 
candidates where political conditions and the strength of the party makes it 
fruitful. But since we are concerned with encouraging political independ¬ 
ence while not at the.same time demanding adherence to socialist ideas and 
programs, we should encourage independent campaigns: independent of the 
old parties, a broad coalition of liberals, labor and Negroes united around 
specific issues. 



LIMITS OF THE HEW FROf?IER 

by Milton Zatinsky 
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For the first time in sixty years, the SP did not present or support a 
candidate for President. This decision, though unavoidable, raises serious 
problems for the future existence of Socialist organization in the United States 

Our basic theoretical framework was one of political realignment. This 
meant a fight for a democratic party without the South and committed to a pro¬ 
gram at least as liberal as the i960 platform. A realistic view of Democratic 
party developments indicate that the slim Kennedy victory and Party tradition 
has reinforced the coalition of Southern Democrats and big city bosses, leaving 
the handful of liberal congressmen in a difficult position. Instead of a mili¬ 
tant fight for a truly liberal labor coalition, we have a hodge-podge of 
accomodation and compromise. 

The official labor movement recuperating from an electoral victory has 
neither the strength nor the initiative to lead the fight for the implementation 
of a program and has settled for some small advances in minimum wage, aid to 
depressed areas, federal aid to education, increased unemployment benefits and 
a start at an urban renewal 'program. 

Meanwhile, basic issues of war or peace, civil rights, civil liberties, 
permanent unemployment and a stagnant economy go -unanswered. 

The SP has rejected as the road to isolation the basically negative atti¬ 
tude of the thirties. The program of the liberals in Congress, no matter how 
inadequate, has real merit and should be supported as far as it goes. 

What then is the role of the Socialist Party toward the New Frontier? As 
a left ADA working almost completely within the frame of reference of the lib¬ 
eral Congressional bloc and the trade union leadership, it is relegated to the 
uninspiring choice of better or worse compromises. 

The maintenance of a Socialist label for our Party makes the decision 
easier. If we want to go the ADA route, we should abandon the SP label and 
try to be as effective as possible through local Democratic clubs and COPE in 
working for better compromises within the two party structure. 

The advantage of maintaining a Socialist label and program is precisely 
that it separates us from dependence upon the realistic alternatives in Demo¬ 
cratic party politics. 

America is the one country in the world where a Socialist label is a 
liability in terms of public acceptance. This is not cur weakness — it is our 
strength. The Socialist Party, if it is to have a role and grow, must remain 
an organization of radical discontent. This does not mean a sterile loyalty to 
worn-out dogma. It means that the party must become a center for those who do 
not accept the lib-lab compromises as the best that can be achieved and are 
Impressed with the poverty of new ideas in the old parties. We must not repeat 
the errors of the thirties and isolate ourselves, in effect, from the struggle 
for immediate social and economic advances. We should look to the future of 
our Party as a radical leaven that while supporting immediate demands also is 
concerned with long range programs of basic social reconstruction. 

A radical party has other arenas to work in. Our immediate arena is the 
struggle of organizations dedicated to direct action on immediate issues and 
educational groups working in the arena of ideas. The issue groups include 
organizations like Southern Student Leadership Conference, CORE, NAACP, NALC, 
the Puerto Rican, Mexican, Jewish, American Indian and other minority groups. 

Our activities through SANE, ACLU, WDL, AFSC, all emphasize the fight for 


social justice, 
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In labor, it is not enough to oppose anti-labor legislation and support 
the economic demands of unions. We should support the fight of workers every¬ 
where for democratic rights, even in those cases where the union hierarchy it¬ 
self is the culprit. 

A radical party supports the individual against the machine, fights for 
the rights of non-conformity, is opposed to the abuses of bureaucracy. In a 
word, it is concerned first with people and their needs, and puts these needs 
before the needs of the institution, whether it be the state, a corporation, 
or a union. 

We are concerned with the corrosive effect of mass culture and the ten¬ 
dencies towards conformity egad centralization in our society. We believe that 
to be radical is to go to the root and that the root is man. 

Many of our friends in the top grade union leadership and their techni¬ 
cians may part company with us when we refuse to accept the rules of the game 
of big institutions jockeying for power. We are concerned with human freedom, 
and do not accept a welfare state structure that submerges freedom. We feel 
the need for cultural diversity as a matter of principle and support conditions 
that encourage intellectual ferment in society. 

Our tendency has an appeal not so much to the social engineers who work 
in the manipulative atmosphere of big institutions — but in the areas of ideas 
and values where tens of thousands are searching for answers to the problem of 
man in a mass society. 

We are not for rejecting practical politics. We are for going beyond its 
limits working in the arena of ideas on campuses, and in the intellectual 
community and in the world of struggle where the sit-in or the direct action 
group is making its impact. 

The major area of Socialist effort is in precisely these areas. Our par¬ 
ty has the talents, tradition and potential to make a substantial contribution 
in the world of ideas and the arena of struggle and issue groups. It would be 
a tragedy to dissipate our assets by letting our people become wholly immersed 
in old party politics. To the extent we build cadres of capable people — to 
that extent the American Socialist organization will be in a position to play 
a roll in the years ahead and be taken seriously. 

To the extent we try to convince our lib-lab friends that we really are 
quite harmless — to this extent we will be treated with contempt. 




ON ADOPTING POSITIONS AT NATIONAL CONVENTIONS 23 
by Alex Wollod 


I am wholeheartedly in favor of the document.entitled "Toward Political 
Realignment in America - A Socialist Declaration" adopted at our I960 conven¬ 
tion* Unfortunately, the manner in which the convention recorded itself in 
favor of this turn remains much to be desired. The February issue of "Hammer 
and Tongs" carried a statement entitled "Toward Political Realignment" which I 
presume .was discussed by our locals. This statement despite any of its short¬ 
comings was a resolution which could be debated prior to the convention and 
amended*• and then be voted on at the convention. The delegates at the conven¬ 
tion were confronted not with this statement, but with a statement which they 
had not read, let alone not having debated it, and essentially a public rela¬ 
tions statement and which could for all practical purposes not be amended. 

As a public statement of the views of our organization, it is more than ade¬ 
quate. The delegates, however, should have had before them either the state¬ 
ment in the February issue of "Hammer and Tongs" or another resolution which 
the comrades should have had an opportunity to discuss prior to the convention. 
The statement "Toward Political Realignment - A Socialist Declaration" adopted 
.by the convention should have been adopted by the National Committee or a 
subcommittee of the National Committee after the convention recorded itself 
in favor of the realignment concept as embodied in the type of statement or 
resolution carried in the February issue of "Hammer and Tongs"-. If this pro¬ 
cedure would have been followed, I’m convinced that the "statement to Party 
locals" would either have not been carried or perhaps would not have been in¬ 
troduced in the first place. The debate would certainly have been more mean¬ 
ingfully The majority of the delegates.who voted for the "statement to Party 
locals" were not happy with it, disagreed with it in part, but voted for it 
because they did not have a resolution before them in the sense I have tried 
to outline. The majority of .the comrades wanted to record themselves in favor 
of maintaining a balance between work in the.Democratic Party, and the inde¬ 
pendence of the Party structure, etc. The sponsors of the "statement to Party 
locals" are in another category. They are riding two horses. It is extremely 
important to them that they be classified as left wing. In order to accomplish 
this, one reads the following- from their statement; We maintain that a Labor 
Party perspective is not outmoded, as some believe, but on the contrary has 
been proved to be a REAL factor in American political life by the recent 
proposals for independent political action, coming from some unions that are 
fed-up with the treachery of liberal politicians in the Democratic Party. 

If these comrades are serious in their belief that the Labor Party is a 
real factor in the U.S. in i960??? then obviously the main conclusion of the 
Realignment resolution should be from their viewpoint "break with the two 
capitalist parties and form a third party - A Labor Party. But this is not 
the conclusion of the Realignment resolution and correctly so. How anyone 
in this day and age can state that the L.P. is a real factor because in some 
rare instance a union leader makes a speech in favor of independent political 
action is beyond me. This does not mean that it. is impossible for the situa¬ 
tion to change. But I’m a square. I thought long ago that we wrote resolu¬ 
tions on the basis of existing circumstances and not on wishful thinking or 
in propping up the images we have of ourselves as left-wingers. If the spon¬ 
sors of this point of view want to be taken seriously, let them document this 
"Labor Party is a real factor now" bit. They have plenty of time to do so. 
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